DOCOHBHT BBSOHB 



BD 096 989 

AOTHOF 
TITLE 

PUB D&TB 
HOTE 



BDBS PRICE 
DESCBIPTOBS 



IB 001 170 

Rills, Gladys H. ; Tupper, Pat 

Networking: Rill It Hock for State Education 

Libraries? 

7U 

2ap.; Paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the 
Special Libraries Association (Toronto, Ontario, June 
1974) and the National Legislative Beference 
Librarians* Meeting (Albuguergne, Mew Mexico, August 
1974) 

BF-$0.75 HC-$1.50 PLOS POSTAGE 

♦Educational Legislation; Federal Legislation; 

«In for nation Networks: Infornation Services; 

'•'Legislative Beference Libraries; Library Autonation; 

Library Cooperation; ^Library Networks; Library 

Surveys; Questionnaires; State Departnents of 

Education; State Legislation; «State Libraries 



ABSTRACT 

A pilot survey was conducted to detemine if a 
network of existing libraries serving state education agencies would 
be of value in proaoting general exchanges of infornation o>n 
educational programs and on state and federal education legislation. 
A 47*iteB questionnaire was sent to directors of legislative 
reference services and state libraries and connissioners of education 
in seven :itates. Results were collected by telephone. Because the 
response^*, were inconclusive with respect to the survey goal, a 
further study was reconaended to discover how such coordination is 
needed and what the states are willing to do to proaote a network. 
The questionnaire and a list of respondents are appended. (PP) 
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NETWORKING t WILL IT WORK FOR STATE EDlJCATIO>^ LIBRARIES? 

Foreword 

This paper was presented at both the Special Libraries 
Association annual meeting in Toronto, Ontario (Canada), 
on June 11, 1974, and the National Legislative Reference 
Librarians' meeting in Albuquerque, New Mexico, on August 15 
1974. The National Legislative Conference and the National 
Society for State Legislators merged at that meeting and the 
group has been renamed the National Conference of State 
Legislators. 

Dr. Russell B. Vlaanderen, Director of Research and 
Information Services of the Education Commission of the 
States, served as a consultant to us and, while wc knew 
that this was not designed as a research study, we felt the 
survey served its purpose as an information gathering tool. 

Although at this time no organization that we know of has 
sought funds for further study along the lines of our 
recommendations in the final section of the paper, there 
ate two actions which have resulted in part from our study: 

1. One state included in the survey has taken steps to 
improve the working relationships of several of its 
library service agencies. 

2. Another state introduced at the annual meeting of the 
Education Commission of the States a resolution which i 

in tha Appendix. _ ^ 

* --September 11, 1974. 
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Introduction 

The endlessly accelerating denand for fast accurate information 
to be used i.i designing educational legislation or programs has 
created greater and greater strains on libraries. In recognltiou 
or this situation, we began to look for alternatives or better 
v;ays to provide our services. After several discussions, we 
decided to explore the following hypothesis: 

TE\T, A network of existing libraries now serving state 
education agency personnel would be of value in promoting 
general exchanges of information on educational programs 
and in promoting exchanges of information on state and 
federal legislation pertaining to education. 
In order to confirm or deny this hypothesis i*e decided to conduct 
a pilot study of several state govemnients to determine what 
libr:iric-^ ciir.-aiy cxi^t with responsibility for i^ervices to state 
education a^^jacy personnel and legislators. In each library vre 



attcrits-l to iUontify the intornnl structure, holdings, staffing, 
dc^res of access to and the availability of computer facilities, 
t>-pes o£ and similarities of services provided, specific information 
n^jds in the araa of legislation on education and whether a need 
for a n2f..ork of libraries serving state education agencies was 
porceivcd. This is the report of that study and is divided into 
five sections, namely: introduction, methodology, survey findings, 
evaluation of study and recorjtiendations, and appendix. 

Methodology 

Questionnaire preparation : 

A qusotionnaire was prcpirod to survey a sampling of states. The • 
questions on the survey fortn resulted froin the scanning of varicus 
library questionnaires already ia use. a computer search of Educa- 
tional Resources Information Center (ERIC) files, a review of 
relevant documents and discussions with other librarians. Since 
^^e were unable to locate an existing instrument which would allow 
us to survey both Iciiibiativc reference services and libraries, 
we developed 47 questions which u'c felt appropriate. 

Because the questions had not been validated, it was obvious that 
the survey had two basic goals. First, to test the questions 
specifically to determine if they were properly constructed to 
elicit the desired infor-nation. Second, to gather the inforp^ation 
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S t alo Selertion : 

Tlie nature of the survey made it desirable and possible to select 
states in which one of us had a personal contact. This guaranteed 
II high desroe of cooperation and sor.e candid observations. Although 
all personnel in the states surveyed expressed a willingness to be 
idontieicd. for the purposes of this report all states and respondents 
are anon>T?.ous. 

Choice of Respondents ; 

To deternine the individ^oal respondent in each state we contacted 

(1) the office of the comxissioner of education or its equivalent, 

(2) the director of the state library and (3) the director of the 
legisla^ ive reference agency. In most cases the person contacted 
became the respondent; in a few cases that individual designated 
someone else. 

Survey Technique ; 

Preliainary contact uas made by telephone, the 5ur%-ey explained 
and cooperation requested. The questionnaire was then mailed, and 
a conference call arranged between ourselves and the respondent. 
The calls were held over a period of four days-a total of 
17 calls from the seven states. Notes were taken during the 
conversation, and the conversations recorded. In addition, each 
respondent was requested to mail specific items including 
organisation charts, budget, annual reports, statistical reports, 
brochure, statement on size and nature of holdings. 



Survey rinJiii:;s 

Generally, findings arc reported by state not by official position 
of respondents included in the survey. The variation in numbers 
of respondents and the fact that not all respondents answered 
all questions as well as contradic ' statements made data 
tabulation difficult. Tlie quasticraaire \<as too comprehensive 
for full reporting in this paper. However, the salient points 
are covered in narrative form. 

Since we are reporting only selected information pertaining to 
education, readers must keep in mind that this is not a total 
picture of any state library operation. 

Stru c ture : 

Six of the seven directors of state libraries indicated that 
library serx'ices to state education agency personnel are their 
statutory responsibility. In actual practice, however, services 
are provided by the state library and other agencies within state 
government . 

In five states the statj library itself is physically separate 
from the state education agency. In one state a departnisntal 
library is operated ana staffed by the stats library and is 
located physically wi-hin the stata education agency. A depart- 

r.ental library 1^; operated by the scjto l.ibriry but ntrtffei by 
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libraries- exist independently in tx»-o states. 

Supplemsntary services include statewide information systems in 
two states, and working collections housed within offices or 
units of the state education agency were identified in two other 
states. (1,2)^ 

Tv;o states surveyed regard responsibility for library service to 
state legislators as being held by the legislative reference 
service. In a third state respondents divide it equally between 
two legislative service agencies. In t\*o states this responsibi- 
lity is carried by the state library through establishment of a 
legislative reference section in the library. In another state 
one of tv;o respondents indicated ser\'ices are provided by both 
the state library and the legislative reference service ichile the 
other respondent gives the responsibility to the legislative 
reference service only. In the seventh state, the three respondents 
have a difference of opinion with each of the agencies named being 
cited. (4) 

Despite disagreement concerning direct responsibility for library 
services to state legisl .tors and education staff, all respondents 
stated that more than one library or agency provides information on 
educational topics. Services and materials overlap to some extent 
and are perceived as being complementary in nature but not compete 
itive or consisting of unnocessarx duplication. (5,6) 

^XhL-'.'-j.'^r.'it this scrtlon o? the janvr fhe nunberCs) In puconthescs 
at trv ;o.a of a p : . .i-r.-;;)!*. , or s.-voial pr.rajrjphti, refers to the n.J-r. 
of thw- iiuciitlo-: whic'i til? procfc.ilinj rnrif.r-iphr.-) ans;.>?r. 
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£i Autp2^tion : 

Ail seven states have some autonated information services. Six 
of the seven reported auto^iation for senate and house legislation. 
Every state h;is, and all but three respo:;dents were aware of, 
automation in the data processing center for state administration. 
One respondent suggested the question was unclear. (9) 

Five of the seven states had a teletype inuuediately available to 
their libraries. Five states indicated that they have on-line 
tcrrainals available to one of the libraries being surveyed, cind 
tw3 states indicated that they do not. Only one of the five does 
not anticipate adding an additional terminal. One of the two 
states with no on-line terainal anticipates its acquisition within 
five years. (10-14) 

Inforoation Services : 

The need for information on educational legislation was stated 
unanimously. All persons reported needing information on legisla- 
tion in other states, both from states in their own region and 
also nationwide. One respondent indicated a greater need for 
regional than for nationwide information. All respondents except 
two indicated they also neod information on federal legislation. 
(25) 

Pcr.-.orrel in all of the libraries indicated that their libraries 
atttn)t to provide information on federal and state IcgUlntion. 

V.:--.n iv' :;r-it t!-o : n fo 't. r. I on is actiMlly obtr i -vJ all 

BEST COPY AVAIUIBU 
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inJicateJ that there is no one source v.hicli provides ail of the 
needed information. Acquiring the information is viewed as a con- 
tinuous process of scannins newsletters, periodicals and publications 
of professional associations and organizations, such as, the Council 
of Chief State School Officers and the Council of State Govemnents. 
Personnel in five states specifically identified the publications of 
the Education Conunlssion of the States as being very useful. In 
addition to printed sources, respondents indicated they contact 
congressional representatives, federal liaison officers and state 
education agency personnel. (26) 

Networking : 

RespDndonts \<ere asked if they would see any value in a network of 
libraries se-ving state education agencies. Earlier in the survey, 
all respondents had indicated that all i^ere cognizant of the benefits 
of library networking and all had at least limited experience as a 
netitfork participant. All indicated that their libraries are already 
part of an existing network-either intrastate, interstate or both. 
Questions were raised by several respondents regarding the quality 
of the libraries serving state education agency personnel. One 
person question-^d whether college and university education libraries 
aren't stronger than state libraries. Another suggested that a com- 
mittee explore the question of networking. Several commented that 
networking would be very difficult since "every state is different." 
W*hile all cor-:»er.ts v^cro senerally favorable, networking is clearly 
S'>: \ n -. r. very QO.'pU-A s; =tc:a rcq-.iring seriour. coisH' T.ition of a 
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lar^O! nir:.ber of factors. (19,34) 

E valuation of Study , Conclus ions and Recorunetidations 
Ttfchnrquo and Q.iostionn\ire : 

The telephone conference contributed both to the high degree of 
rc5poni<? on the questioi^.naire and the enthusiasm icith which people 
replied. Respondents appreciated the opportunity to clarify phrase- 
ology of the questionnaire. A problen was created by the poor 
technology of recording the telephone conversations. 

The questionnaire with soire modifications could be used to survey 
sone or all of the remaining fifty states. The supporting materials 
receivcJ froa the states is of substantial value in clarifying the 
library operations within the state and in raising additional 
questions which need further study. 

Conclusion : 

The evidence was inconclusive in supporting or dcnyini; the hypothesis. 
Reconnenda* ions : 

SiTice there is little coordination either intrastate or interstate 
of library services to legislators and state education personnel, 
it is rccoraended: 

1. That answers be found to three questions: V/lrit effect doos 
this United coordination have on effectiveness of inforaation 
s^^r.-'c-s v.-ithl.'; sr.ite p.ov \u? ' irit resources .vOiilJ- each 
sftv b: \.ini':: to '-i:>-^ I;.;-. Ic roi* :0'; rd 1 r.tvl: i oi»? Tc '-'hat 
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extent is co.ch state willing to nodify its structure to pron:ote 
coordination? 

2. That any further study involve an exploration of the relation- 
shin between the libraries; surveyed and state central service 
as^ncies or whoever naintains the state data processing center. 

5. Tliat further study be r.ade to clarify the discrepancies noted 
In the survey findings i^ithin a state. 

4. That any further study be assuiced by an agency with resources 
and personnel to address the problea on a national level vAth 
due consideration being given to the latest report of the 
National Co.r.nission on Library Information Science. 

Due to the scope ot the problem we loel it cannot be aandled without 
a r.ajor cor.-aitnent of staff and time. This is a pilot study, and it 
is rccomr.ended that further research on the question of networking 
for state education libraries should be undertaken. 
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APPENDIX I 



EDUCATTON COM>trSSIO:^ OF THE STATES 
and the 

MINNESOTA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
A Quest iomiaire on Librar y Services 

.'V.e realize that due to the tremendous variation in states all 
;.u35tions nay not be applicable to your situation. However, xvhere 
aporopriate, please check the proper rcsponse(s) for each question 
Use additional paper, if necessary, and w« would appreciate any 
supplemental reports or material giving more details.) 

Part I— STt?UCTU»E OF LIBRARY SERVICES 

1. V.-lthin your state government, xvhere does responsibility for 
library services to state education agency personnel lie?* 

a. state education agency departmental library 

b. state library agency 

c. 3ZZ inforriation retrieval systen 

d. other (please oxnlain) 



V.-hac is th3 exact name of the organisation or library? 



e. 



2 If the state library agency provides service to the education 
fncy, please indicate the structure used: 



aoen< 



a. departnental library-operated and staffed »>y^^»;^^^*^*^^-- 

' ^ library agency and located physically 

within th6 state education agency 

H deoartnent of the state library agency which is located 

deparxmem: ox ^^^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^^ education agency 

c. other (please or-pl^iin) 



3. 



'.;ithin your state oovernnant, v;here does responsibility for 
library services to school district personnel lie? 

a. state library agency 

b ' stat<?'.':i.-ie information retrieval system 

c'. intcrrediate or other cooperative service units 

fl[ other (please explain) ^ 
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Questionnc\rg on Library Sorvicos 



V/ith'n vo« =t=.te government, »horc does responsibility for service 
to stato loriislators lie? 



a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 



independent legislative council 
legislative reference service 
state library agency 
other (please explain) _ 




educational topics 



6. To t^hat extent do collections and services overlapl 




8 Do you give service to ECS coimnissioners? 

g. v:hat infornation services vnthin your state government are automated? 

a. senate legislation 

b* ' house legislation 

■ ^ ^^^"^ ^or state eanlnlstration 



c . 

d. . 

e. . other 

f . none 



. , ^.^»<.or fa-ilities arc available to your library 

10. What terminals or computer fa-ilixxes at*. 

operation? 



a. TU-X 

on lino ternir.al 

_ other 

d. ' none 
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17. 



12. 



Wh. hn. prinary u.. of the Gqu:rr..3nt listed in question 10? 



a. 
b. 
c. 



library 

central service 
other 



If a library, which library?^ 



If equ^-.T.nt is nainxained by state central services, «hat percontaoe 
of tiWis allotted for library use? 



13. 



1-;. 



eau'p-.snt and software you ars using avax 
te dooartnental libraries? Yes No 



available for use by other 



Is 

state dopa 

If yes, xvbich one(s)? 

you anticip.'-. the addition of . co.put«r terminal to your library? 

If yes. 




Yes 

a. 

b. 
c. 



No 



within one year 
•.;ithin two years 
v/ithin five years 



Part Ii--SER^.'ICE5 



15. Please indicate the service 



s v.hich your library provides, 



a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 

g. 
h. 
i « 

• 

J- 
k. 
1. 
n. 
n . 
o- 



cataloging and classification 

circulation 

quick rcferonce 

in cUpth r?x«vf'nco 

telephone refcronce 

routing na-v journals 

intt-r library loans 

"t:^]^!^Jl>^io'^--P^io- on request (manually) 
rc^?;du; ion or dupllca^-ion of hard copy .ater.als 
reproduction or duplication of inicrofortns 
Socunents depository ^'or state documents 

• intorr:ation for federal If^x-latxon 

■ infornation for state len -^^l^^^^'" 

' oth^sr (please GxpIai-.)_ -— -— 



I c r. 



,-.u =cion Ifi are auto.r.ated? 
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^u...tl^-^nr^lr^ on Library Sorvicos 

n=; ar^ orovidsd for you by 
• ^. i*rtG>d in question are provi.«-_ 

otV.*r librari€?si? 




13. Which are coopsrat 



ive services with another library? 




19. Does your library participate in an 
If yes, v.'hich onef's^*^ 



existing network? Yes_ 




20 DO you know about ERIC? Yes No 

. included in your library? (Specify). 
IS any part of the ERIC system included m y 



a. 
b. 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f . 
9- 



RIB journal 

FRIC nicrofiche (ED documents) 
IrIC nicrofiche 
P.anual searches B^IC 
computer searches Ox EI?TC 

none 



• - in ouestions 9 and 16 located? 
« -iu^oTiatGd services in ques-cio»=. 
2'>» VJhere arc the auvo:nai.t.vi 



By whon are they used? 
v:hat is the basis for expan: 




;ion of such services, if projected? 




23. 



part III— USER CROUPS 
l„ general, v.hat type of users do you have? 



a. 
b. 

c 
d. 
c. 



administrative nanagatnent 
subject specialists 

IVCrllVlll u„lv«sitv student. 
Other (plea33 specify) 
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A Q'.'.g.s tionr.rx i re on Library SorviccJ 



2.1. In your opinion, v.hat Is th«2 primary use of the information you provide? 

a. professions! gro:ifth 

b. directly related to user job responsibility 

c. lony rang 2 planning 

d. ....„^ "to design legislation 
c. justification 

f. " other (please e:cplain) " 



25. Do your users need information on educational legislation? 

a. in- St ate information only 

b. other states, regional 

c. other states, national 

d. fedora 1 

e. ^ none 

26. Ko*.tf do you currently gather infornation on educational legislation? 



27. Unr-5r v.hat kind of tir*.'-* constraints do your users operate? 

£. very tight (r.caded information yesterday) 

b. tight (really ne?d information today) 

c. normal (need information ivithin theiveck) 

d. unusual (need information v/ithin 30-90 days) 

e. other (explain) 



Pa r t TV- - STAFFING 

22. Profrjssional staff is defined as those tvith MLS degree or equivalent 
experience and/or supervisory and administrative responsibility v;ho 
v.ork independently. Clerical staff is defined as support personnel. 

V7hat is your staff size? (Please insert appropriate numbers.) 

a. full-time professional positions 

b. part-tine professional positions 

c. full-time clerical positions 

d. part-time clerical positions 

e. volunteer professional persons 

f . volunteer clerical persons 

2), lA £. y clerical v.orl: for the bor.ecit of $he libr^iry perforr.cd in 
^no^rh-r unit, i.e., v.-ord pro-ossii-.g centers, tynin^j pools? 

1/ l-..- : -■•-.'I v.vr!, lor-: <icci:>'^plishc2 by 
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■J ^, 



Doo. th.> library P.orn.Uy purch-..e part time professional help? 

If yos, hov; much tir.e or how froquantly done? ' 

v;hat percentage of the budfjet? ..^ 

Staff training: 

lndicat.3 y.2ars and type of experience of tho person directly in 
charge of the library. 



32. Does any of the staff have (indicate the number) 

a. automated data processing training or experience? 

b. auto.-nated information retrieval training or experience? 

33. What positions or, th,, staff are hjld by persons with 
a. autoaated data prccessing training or experience? 



autonated inforr^tion retrieval training or exp=ricnce? 



34. Are you cognizant of networks of library services? 

If so, xvhirh ones, and to what extent do you use thei.? 




«hat is the greatest strength of your library operation? «hy? 




30. What is the v.-eaV.cst part of your library service? «hy? 
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" Part V--SIT:AI?Y 



Is.; this :.;.-itcri-a to he u««ci only anon>nously? Yes No 



3^). May i.c cito the orcN'vnization? YC3_ 



No 



Mrvy v:e use y<»ur position title? Yes 



Nu 



41. Are you supplying the? fo]lo\/ing sc?parately as suppleiijental reports 
to this questionnaire? 

a. organisational chart? 

b. b'aclget 

c. atmual report 

d. statistical report 

e. brochure 

f. statement on siae and 
nature of holdings 



Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 


Yes 


No 



li: your operation prinarily responsible for providing 



a. ^^.^^ materials ov 

b. infornation 

4*5. Other conn-ants: 



Kane of person responding 

Title 

Full nar:e of agency 
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Monypenny. Phillip. The Librarii Fur^^ Commentary 
on the Survey of library Functions of the States . With the editorial 
assistance of Guy Garrison. Chicago, American Library Association, 
1966. 

National Cor.utiission on Libraries and Information Science. "A New 
National Progr.r.T> of Library and Information Service." Washington, 
D.C., National Comniission on Libraries and Information Science, 1973. 
Draft Report. 18 p. (mimeographed) 

St. Anselo. Douglas, Hartsfield, Annie Mary and Goldstein, Harold. 
State Library Policy : Its Lcsislativo and Environmental Contexts. 
Chicago, American Library Association. 1971. 

U.S. Office of Education. Directory of Educational Information Centers 
Washington, D.C.. U.S. Government Printing Office, 1969. (OE-12042) 

U.S. Office of Education. State Departments of Education. State . Boards 
of Education , and Chief State School Officers . Washington. D.C., 
U.S. Governnent Printir- Office. 1973. 235 p. (continued) 
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Mr. Harschel V. Anderson 
Directw>r, State Library 
522 Sjuth Fort 
Pierre, SD 57S01 

Mr. B. Gone Baker 

Director, Legislative Library Services 
Roon 2, Holland Building 
Tallshasses, FL 32304 

Mr. Cecil Beach 
State Librarian 
Florida State Library 
Suore.r.3 Coart Building 
Tallahassee, FL 32304 

Mr. Shelley Boone 
Deputy Conmissioner of Education 
Florida Department of Education 
Tallahassee, FL 32304 

Mrs. Ethel Crockett 
Director 

California State Library 
S.icrar.ento, CA S5809 

Mr. Lyle Eberhart 
Assistant Superintendent 
Division for Library Services 
126 Langdon Street 
Madison, KI 53702 

Dr. Jan Ebersdorfer 

Acting Secretary , 
Departntnt of Education § Cultural Affairs 
State Capitol Building 
Pierre, SD 57501 

Dr. Claude Mass 
State Department of Education 
721 Capitol Mall 
Sacrar.dnto, CA 95804 

Mr. Lyle C. Kyle 

Director, Legislative Council 

State Capitol 

Denver, CO 80203 

Mr. Ra>7:.ond C. Lindquist 

r.lTcotor, Legislative Reference Library 

Str.te Capitol 

5^. 55155 



Mr. James D. Meeks 

Director, Colorado State Library 

1362 Lincoln Street 

Denver, CO 80203 

Miss Nancy Motomatsu 
Department of Public Instruction 
Old Capitol Building 
Olympia, WA 98504 

Mr. Michael P. Ortner 

Director, Legislative Research Council 

State Capitol 

Pierre, SO 57501 

Ms. Bonnie Reese 
Executive Secretary 
Joint Legislative Council 
State Capitol 
Madison, WI 53702 

Ms. Mary Ann Reynolds 

Director. Washington State Library 

Olympia, WA 98501 

Miss Patricia V. Robbins • 
Director of Reference and Library 
Legislative Reference Bureau 
State Capitol 
Madison, WI 53702 

Mr. Hannis Smith 

Office of Public Library « Interlibrary 

Cooperation 
805 Capitol Square Building 
St. Paul, MN 55101 



Mrs. Irene V. Stone 

Head, Administrative Legislative 

Reference Service 
California State Library 
Sacramento, CA 9S809 

Mr. Roy Tally 

Division for Planning Services 
Department of Public Instruction 
126 Langdon Street 
Madison, WI 53702 

Miss Pat Tupper 
Librarian 

Minnesota Department of Education 
Capitol Square, 550 Cedar Street 
St. Paul, MN 55101 



Networking 

AnniTION'Al PEQPLU RECF IV INC MILLS/TU PPCR SURVEY RESULTS 



This letter, with attached enclosures, was sent to all respondents and to 
tlie following people, on ScptOinber 11, 1974: 



Mr. J. Arnold Bricker 
Staff Director 
S.?nate Research Center 
State Capitol 
Olynpia, WA 9S504 

Mr. Timothy P. Burke 

Research Director 

House Office of Program Research 

State Capitol 

Olynpia, WA 98504 



Mr. Steve Plunb 

Director, Legislative Reference Library 

State Capitol 

St. Paul, MN 5S15S 

Mr. Richard Cheski 
Deputy State Librarian and 
Assistant Conunissioner 
Colorado State Library 
1352 Lincoln Street 
Denver, CO S0203 

fir. Kurt Keeley 
Acting Director 
Colorado State Library 
1362 Lincoln Street 
Denver, Colorado 80203 



Mr. Bricker and Mr. Burke did not 
participate in the survey because 
of the legislative schedule, but 
their responses were covered by 
Mrs. Reynolds. 



Mr. Steve Plumb has replaced Ray 
Lindquist in the Minnesota 
Reference Library. 

Mr. Richard Cheski has replaced 
James Meeks at the Colorado State 
Library. 



Kurt Keeley responded along with 
Mr. Weeks of the Colorado State . 
Library. 
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• • • By: Minnesota Delegation 

ItSSOLUTIOM IX 



The Mational Commission on Libraries and Information Science 
is preparing a national plan for the further development of 
library and information services; and 
RZAS, The state library agencies in the several states are working 
on their several responsibilities toward making statewide 
systems of library service available; and 
HEAS, The development of library and information services of ail 
kinds are of the utmost importance to all education; there- 

t 

fore, be It 

By the Eighth Annual Meeting ot the Education Commission 
of the States, held June 20-22, 197^, in Hiami, Florida,, 
that the Education Commission of the States goes on record, 
expressing its continuing concern for library development; 
and 

^LVZD, That the Education Commission of the States keep Its members 
regularly informed of progress and problems In this regard. 

■^ittee Disposition:: Approved with Amendment 

.Ai, DISPOSITION: Adopted at the annual »eeti^g of the Education Commission 

of the States June 22, i.S74# 



